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6) D Claim(s) 1-5 and 8-15 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)E3 The drawing(s) filed on 19 June 2006 is/are: a)S accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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Art Unit: 2873 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5 and 10 -13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Onufryk (U.S. Patent Number 5,969,790). 

Onufryk teaches a spectacle system for providing visual field shifting for a person 
wearing a spectacle frame (column 3, lines 44-46) having a carrier lens (Figure 1, element 10) 
wherein the carrier lens has a central viewing area (Figure 3, element 90), a peripheral viewing 
area (Figure 3, element P) and an image shifting device disposed in the peripheral viewing area 
including a plurality of imaging shifting elements (Figure 3) as claimed in independent claim 1 . 
Although, Onufryk fails to explicitly teach each image shifting element being oriented such that 
the optical axis of each element forms an angle between 10° and 60° relative to a horizontal 
visual meridian, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the multiple prism designs (Figure 79) as taught by Onufryk to shift 
the image to a desired location. 

Onufryk also teaches a spectacle system as outlined above with respect to claim 1, 
wherein the image shifting device is an upper image-shifting device disposed in the peripheral 
viewing area above the central viewing area (Figure 3) as claimed in dependent claim 2, the 
image-shifting device is a lower image-shifting device disposed in the peripheral viewing area 
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below the central viewing area (Figure 3) as claimed in dependent claim 3, and wherein the 
image-shifting device includes upper and lower image-shifting devices disposed in the peripheral 
viewing area above and below the central viewing area (Figure 3) as claimed in dependent claim 
4. 

Onufryk continues to teach a spectacle system as outlined above with respect to claim 1, 
wherein the image-shifting devices are prisms (column 3, lines 44-46) arranged in a side-by-side 
arrangement (Figure 3) as claimed in dependent claim 5. 

Regarding claim 10, Onufryk teaches a spectacle system for providing visual field 
shifting for a person wearing a spectacle frame (column 3, lines 44-46) having a first and second 
(column 4, lines 29-35) carrier lens (Figure 1, element 10) wherein each carrier lens has a central 
viewing area (Figure 3, element 90), a peripheral viewing area (Figure 3, element P) and an 
image shifting device disposed in the peripheral viewing area of a first and/or second carrier lens 
and including a first and second plurality of imaging shifting elements (Figure 3) as claimed in 
independent claim 10. Although, Onufryk fails to explicitly teach each image shifting element 
being oriented such that the optical axis of each element forms an angle between 10° and 60° 
relative to a horizontal visual meridian, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to use the multiple prism designs (Figure 79) as taught by 
Onufryk to shift the image to a desired location. 

Onufryk also teaches a spectacle system as outlined above with respect to claim 10, 
wherein the first image shifting device includes a first upper and first lower image-shifting 
device disposed in the peripheral viewing area above the central viewing area (Figure 3) of the 
first and/or second carrier lens as claimed in dependent claim 1 1 and the second image-shifting 
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device includes second upper and lower image-shifting devices disposed in the peripheral 
viewing area below the central viewing area of the second carrier lens (Figure 3) as claimed in 
dependent claim 12. 

Onufryk continues to teach a spectacle system as outlined above with respect to claim 10, 
wherein the first and second image-shifting devices are prisms (column 3, lines 44-46) arranged 
in a side-by-side arrangement (Figure 3) as claimed in dependent claim 13. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Onufryk (.S. 
Patent Number 5,969,7900) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Israel (U.S. Patent 
Number 6,139,145). 

Although Onufryk teaches a spectacle system for providing visual field shifting as 
outlined above, Onufryk fails to teach such a system in a binocular spectacle frame. However, 
Israel teaches the very well known use of vision correction lenses held in a binocular frame 
(Figure 13). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to mount the vision correction lens as taught by Onufryk in the binocular 
frame as taught by Israel to provide vision correction to a wearer requiring vision correction in 
both eyes. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Onufryk 
(.S. Patent Number 5,969,7900) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Heide et al 
(U.S. Patent Number 4,575,204). 
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Although Onufryk teaches a spectacle system for providing visual field shifting as 
outlined above, Onufryk fails to teach such a system in a monocular spectacle frame. However, 
Heide et al teaches the very well known use of vision correction lenses held in a monocular 
frame (Figure 6). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to mount the vision correction lens as taught by Onufryk in the 
monocular frame as taught by Heide et al to provide vision correction to a wearer only needing 
vision correction in one eye. 

Claim 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Onufryk 
(U.S. Patent Number 5,969,7900) as applied to claimlO above, and further in view of Peli et al 
(U.S. Patent Number 6,775,060). 

The applied reference has a common inventor with the instant application. Based upon 
the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art only under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) might be overcome by: (1) a showing under 37 
CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived from the 
inventor of this application and is thus not an invention "by another"; (2) a showing of a date of 
invention for the claimed subject matter of the application which corresponds to subject matter 
disclosed but not claimed in the reference, prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the reference 
under 37 CFR 1.131 ; or (3) an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1.130 stating that the 
application and reference are currently owned by the same party and that the inventor named in 
the application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal disclaimer in 
accordance with 37 CFR 1.321(c). This rejection might also be overcome by showing that the 
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reference is disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a). See MPEP § 706.02(1)(1) and § 706.02(lj(2). 

Although Onufryk teaches a spectacle system for providing visual field shifting as 
outlined above with respect to claim 10, Onufryk fails to teach the image-shifting devices as 
being mirror pairs. However, Peli et al teaches a spectacle system for providing visual field 
shifting for a person wearing a spectacle frame (column 3, lines 46-50) having a carrier lens 
(Figure 3, element 300) wherein the carrier lens has a central viewing area and a peripheral 
viewing area (Figure 3) and an image shifting device disposed in the peripheral viewing area and 
including a plurality of imaging shifting elements wherein the image-shifting devices are mirror 
pairs (Figure 3, elements 302, 304, 312 and 314) as claimed in independent claim 14. Peli et al 
also teaches each image-shifting mirror pair including a first reflecting surface and a second 
reflecting surface wherein each reflecting surface faces toward the other (Figure 4A) as claimed 
in dependent claim 15. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to use the spectacle system for providing visual shifting using 
mirror pairs as taught by Peli et al and having multiple carrier lenses as taught by Onufryk to 
provide a wide field of view for the user. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 16 is allowed. 

Claims 6 and 7 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 
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The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
The prior art taken either singularly or in combination fails to anticipate or fairly suggest the 
limitations of the independent claims, in such a manner that a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102 or 
103 would be proper. Although the prior art teaches a spectacle system for providing visual field 
shifting having a plurality of image-shifting elements, the prior art fails to teach such a system 
wherein the image-shifting elements are mirror pairs arranged such that they form a Fresnel-like 
image shifting device as claimed in dependent claim 6 or a spectacle system wherein the image- 
shifting mirror is oriented such that the longitudinal axis of each of the mirror elements is 
orthogonal to a horizontal visual meridian as claimed in independent claim 16. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Darryl J. Collins whose telephone number is 571-272-2325. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 6:30 - 5:00 Monday - Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ricky Mack can be reached on 571-272-2333. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Darryl J. Collins 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2873 
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